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AMENDMENT ENLISTS NON-PARTISAN SUPPORT 


favor of the Child Labor Amendment is the 
purpose of a Non-Partisan Committee recently 
organized to assist in securing ratification in New 
York State. Mr. Charles C. Burlingham, Chairman of 
this Committee, is a former President of the Associa- 
tion of the Bar of New York City, and describes the 
position of the Non-Partisan Committee as. follows: 
“We are urging ratification of the Federal Child 
Labor Amendment for both economic and humani- 
tarian reasons. The injustice to 


CU tavorof the cia of public sentiment in 


permanent child labor legislation. 

“It is Congress which determines the terms and 
provisions of any federal legislation that may be 
passed under the authority granted by the Amend- 
ment; these would undoubtedly follow the lines laid 
down in the child labor provisions of the codes, which 
in general set a 16-year age minimum for employment, 
with a limited amount of work permitted outside 
school hours for 14- and 15-year-old children, and 
an 18-year age minimum for especially hazardous 
employment. 





children of permitting their in- 
dustrial exploitation has long 
been recognized, but it is the de- 
pression which has thrown the 
spotlight on the economic inde- 
fensibility of child employment. 
At last we have become aware 
that, if child employment is 
tolerated, not only do children 
displace older workers in indus- 
try, but the very presence of low- 
paid children competing in the 
labor market tends to drag down 
adult wage rates to dangerously 
low levels. 

“Our Committee is convinced 
that child labor cannot be con- 
trolled through state action 
alone. Experience over the past 
twenty-five years demonstrates 
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“It is inconceivable that Con- 
gress, if granted power to enact 
federal child labor legislation, 
would proceed to bar all gainful 
employment for children under 
18 years or to interfere with the 
work children do at home or 
about the home farm, as oppo- 
nents of the Amendment con- 
tend. The individual states have 
always had far greater power 
than this Amendment gives to 
Congress, yet they have shown 
no tendency to abuse their power. 
It is absurd to assume that Con- 
gress cannot be trusted with 
equal authority. Congress would 
not enact legislation which 
would be universally unpopular, 
which no one would wish or 








that in many states the fear of 

subjecting their industries to the unfair competition of 
industries in states with low child labor standards has 
been a serious barrier to the improvement of child 
labor laws. Under the NRA, national minimum regu- 
lations of child employment have been temporarily 
established. The child labor standards of the industrial 
codes, which apply uniformly to industry throughout 
the country, won universal approval even in states 
which had rejected state bills to achieve the same end. 
We have thus been furnished with an example of what 
federal control of child labor can accomplish, as com- 
pared with state legislation. But the codes are tempo- 
tary, and the Child Labor Amendment must be ratified 
in order that Congress may have authority to enact 


tolerate. 

“Our Committee also is agreed that the fear that 
the Amendment might give Congress control over 
education is without foundation. Labor and education 
are in different provinces—the power to regulate labor 
does not include power to regulate education. Under 
the Tenth Amendment ‘the powers not delegated to 
the United States by the Constitution nor prohibited 
by it to the states are reserved to the states respec- 
tively or to the people.’ Control of education would 
rest as heretofore with the individual states.” 

The Non-Partisan Committee is cooperating with 
the National Child Labor Committee and should 


prove a powerful stimulus in securing favorable action 
on the Amendment. 
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LAWYERS DEFEND THE AMENDMENT 


GROUP of prominent New York lawyers have 

issued a statement on the Child Labor Amend- 

ment which summarizes the case for the Amendment 
and answers the arguments for the opposition. 


The signers of this statement include: George W. 


Alger, Charles C. Burlingham, Joseph P. Chamber- - 


lain, Manfred W. Ehrich, Franklin Chase Hoyt, 
Nicholas Kelley, Max J. Kohler, George Z. Medalie, 
Albert G. Milbank, William Church Osborn, Walter 
H. Pollak, F. A. O. Schwarz and Rosalie Loew 
Whitney. : 


The argument is presented under eight headings: 


I, The Federal Child Labor Amendment is properly 
drawn as a grant of power to Congress. 


II. The Child Labor Amendment avoids difficulties in- 
herent in the Prohibition Amendment. 


III. Governmental power with respect to child labor is 
not new. The states have always possessed greater 
power than is conferred on Congress by the Amend- 
ment. 


IV. The control of child labor is a proper power to grant 
to the Federal Government. 


V. The “power to limit, regulate and prohibit the labor 
of persons under eighteen years of age’’ does not 
- include the power to control education. 


VI. The “power to limit, regulate and prohibit the labor 
of persons under eighteen years of age” does not 
include the power to require military service. 


VII. The fear that if the Amendment were ratified Con- 
gress would regulate the labor of children in the 
household or on the home farm, or that it would pro- 
hibit all gainful employment for persons under 18 
years of age is unfounded. 


VIII. The administration of a Federal Child Labor Law 
would be comparatively simple and would not require 
setting up a huge bureaucratic enforcing agency. 


Copies of this statement, issued under the auspices 
of the Non-Partisan Committee for Ratification of the 
Federal Child Labor Amendment, can be secured from 
the National Child Labor Committee. 


WALLACE CALLS OPPOSITION 
“NONSENSE” 


LF garage “Sep among farmers as to the 

possible effects of the Child Labor Amendment 
upon farm work by children has been not only wide- 
spread, but viciously calculated to prejudice a group 
who ordinarily favor child labor regulation. 

The recent statement by Henry A. Wallace, Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, therefore, is especially welcome. 
It should let in the daylight of common sense and 
dispel the last doubts of the farm population: 

“I am heartily in favor of the proposed Child Labor 
Amendment to the Constitution as submitted to the states. 
Coming from an agricultural state I am familiar with the 
attempts of opponents of the Amendment to arouse 
farmers against it on the ground that farm boys and girls 
would no longer be permitted to help with the chores 
and that the parents’ authority over their children would 
be seriously impaired. Of course this is nonsense and 
every fair-minded person who knows anything at all about 
the proposed Amendment knows that it is nonsense. 


“The Amendment is directed at protecting children 
from industrialized and commercialized employment 
which endangers their health and interferes with their 
schooling. Farm chores done outside of school hours and 
suited to the age and physical capacity of the youngsters 
certainly do not come under the heading of industrialized 
and commercialized employment. 


“The Amendment ought to be adopted and I am sure 
that the overwhelming majority of farm folks are in com- 
plete sympathy with it.” 


SHEEP’S CLOTHING 


Hail the formation of a new organization: “The 
National Committee for the Protection of Child, 
Family, School and Church.” 

Doesn’t that sound worth while? Doesn't that sound 
noble? 


And what is ‘“The National Committee for the Pro- 
tection of the Child, Family, School and Church” 
doing? 

Why, it is an organization fighting against ratifica- 
tion of the Child Labor Amendment by the State 
Legislatures. It is trying to perpetuate child labor, for 
the benefit of industrialist backers hiding behind the 
so-sweet, so-lovely name. 

Grandma, what big teeth you have! 


Reprinted from the Philadelphia Record 


INTERCOLLEGIATE DEBATE 


N intercollegiate debate on the Amendment will 
be broadcast over WJZ network at 4:00 p.m., 
April 21. The eastern team, which takes the affirma- 
tive, will be represented by Princeton, Columbia and 
Yale; the negative team, by the University of Wash- 
ington, Stanford, and Southern California. 
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SOME CATHOLIC VIEWS ON THE AMENDMENT 


“: ie all child labor legislation two main objects are 

sought—protection against physical injury, and 
Opportunity — particularly educational opportunity. 
Both objects are indicated in the following statement 
from Pope Leo XIII on the Condition of Labor: 

“In regard to children great care should be taken not 
to F sags them in workshops and factories until their 
bodies and minds are sufficiently mature. For just as rough 
weather destroys the buds of spring so too early experience 
of life’s hard work blights the young promise of a child’s 
powers and makes any real education impossible.’ ” 


The same issue of the Catholic Worker (March 1, 


1934) from which the above statement by Monsignor | 


John A. Ryan is quoted, contains an excellent article 
on the Child Labor Amendment which gives the his- 
torical background and advances two strong reasons 
for ratification: “‘to protect children in industry and 
to prevent their exploitation,” and the “necessity for 
protecting those states who wish to guard against the 
evils of child labor from unfair trade competition of 
manufacturers and other employers of labor in states 
where child labor laws are lax.” 


7 7 7 


The Catholic Daughters of America at the National 
Convention held in Colorado Springs on July 8, 1933, 
adopted the following resolution: 

WHEREAS, Poor working conditions, long hours, 


cheap labor and child labor have followed in the wake 
of the depression, and 

WHEREAS, Of these conditions, Child Labor is the 
most vicious, undermining as it does the health of our 
children, and bringing them into competition with and 


taking the place of adult labor, and, 


WHEREAS, This condition cannot be successfully met 
by the individual states owing to a lack of cooperation and 
concerted action, without which unfair competition would 
result, 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That this conven- 
tion endorse the passage of the Federal Child Labor Law 
to prohibit child labor and thus make impossible a condi- 
tion which has become a blot on our civilization in many 
sections of the country. 


7 7 7 


Father J. W. R. Maguire, C.S.V., President, St. 
Viator College, Burbonnais, Illinois, in a letter to the 
National Child Labor Committee dated February 10, 
1934, says: 


Everyone who is even superficially acquainted with the 
facts must admit that child labor is a very serious economic 
and social evil with very far-reaching, deleterious conse- 
quences to the individual and society. For a long number 
of years efforts have been made to suppress child labor 
with suitable legislation in the various states. ‘These efforts 
were very often frustrated by the argument that the 
passage of an adequate child labor law in one state would 
expose the industries of that state to the unfair compe- 
tition of similar industries in other states that have not 
equally drastic regulations regarding child labor. 


No one can deny the validity of this argument and it 
has considerable weight with certain legislators in various 
states. The welfare of the child, the future citizen of the 
United States, is certainly a matter of national and not 
only local concern. The only way in which this serious 
problem of child labor can be solved adequately is by 
appropriate federal legislation. The Supreme Court has 
held that laws regulating child labor passed by Congress 
are unconstitutional, hence the necessity of the proposed 
Amendment to the Constitution. I am unable to see that 
this is a serious invasion of the rights of the states by the 
Federal Government or that the passage of this Amend- 
ment would be the forerunner of further federal control 
over education or the family... . 


pA 7 tA 

In a Lenten sermon delivered on March 7 at St. 
Patrick’s Roman Catholic Church, South Bend, Indi- 
ana, Rev. William A. Bolger, C.S.C., head of the 
College of Ecnomics at the University of Notre Dame, 
stressed ratification of the Child Labor Amendment 
as one of the most pressing legislative measures. 
Father Bolger has long championed the Amendment. 


THE COMMUNISTS JOIN THE 
OPPOSITION! 


PPARENTLY the Communists are joining forces 
with Nicholas Murray Butler, Elihu Root, and 

A. Lawrence Lowell in their opposition to the Child 
Labor Amendment. The Young Worker, “Official 
Organ Young Communist League, U.S.A.,” issue of 
June 21, 1933, states: ““Now we come to the Child 
Labor Amendment. .... While we, the Communists, 
are against child exploitation . . . we are opposed to 
children being fired from their present occupations 
without government provision for their maintenance.” 

This rather takes the edge off Dr. Butler’s conten- 
tion that those who brought forward the proposal ‘had 
definitely in mind a Federal control of the population 
under 18 years of age quite equal to anything which 
has been brought about in Communist Russia.” 

In fact it rather knocks into a cocked hat the entire 
opposition, most of which uses the Communist bogie 
as a scare. 

Whether the Communists are going to send a repre- 
sentative to support Dr. Butler’s position at the hear- 
ing before the New York Legislature, we do not know. 
It might prove rather embarrassing to the opposition! 


_ AMENDMENT ON THE RADIO 


Mr. George Z. Medalie will broadcast on the Child 
Labor Amendment over WOR Wednesday evening, 
April 11, at 6:45. 

Arrangements are also being made for a symposium 
on the Amendment by a group of Columbia University 
professors to be broadcast over WEVD early in April. 
Watch the papers for the announcement. 
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COLUMBIA PROFESSORS REPUDIATE 
BUTLER’S STAND 


RESIDENT BUTLER’S impassioned indictment 

of the Child Labor Amendment has failed to 
carry conviction among many most closely associated 
with him—his own professorial staff. The New York 
Evening Post (March 12, 1934) quotes twelve leading 
educators at Teachers College, Columbia University, 


who believe that the problem of child labor must’ 


be solved nationally and not by the individual 
states. Most of them, says the Post, characterized as 
“nonsense” President Butler’s assertion that the 
Amendment would prevent children from doing 
chores about the house. 

The twelve professors interviewed by the Post 
who declared themselves in favor of the Amendment 
are: Carter Alexander, William C. Bagley, Thomas 
Henry Briggs, Otis William Caldwell, George S. 
Counts, Willystine Goodsell, Paul R. Hanna, Clarence 
Linton, Clyde R. Miller, Jesse H. Newlon, George 
Drayton Strayer, and Percival M. Symonds. 

How many supporters of the Child Labor Amend- 
ment a complete roster of the University staff would 
reveal can only be conjectured. The fact that the 
Chairman of the National Child Labor Committee, 
Dr. Samuel McCune Lindsay, is professor of social 
legislation at Columbia is no news to readers of THE 
AMERICAN CHILD; nor that the list of endorsers of the 
Amendment includes many names closely identified 
with Columbia University—John Dewey, Joseph P. 
Chamberlain, Raymond Moley, Noel T. Dowling, 
F, Ernest Johnson, Henry Sloane Coffin, Leo Wolman, 
and others. 





The newspapers are embarrassed by the fact that 
their code restricts child labor. When they denounced 
bosses who exploit the little ones, they thought they 
were talking about a couple of other fellows. 

: —The New Yorker 


ENDORSEMENT FROM VASSAR 


y pes the list of college presidents who favor ratifica- 
tion of the Child Labor Amendment, Henry 
Noble MacCracken, President of Vassar College, 
should be added. In a telling statement recently issued, 
President MacCracken stressed the need for permanent 
child labor legislation on a national basis to prevent a 
return of child labor after the codes expire; the concern 
of all states in the exceptional use of child labor by 
any one state; and the baselessness of the fear that the 
Child Labor Amendment would result in enforcement 
by a bureaucracy seeking to extend its power in homes 
and schools. 

“Any regulation would be a regulation not of the 
home, but of the labor of children for wages,” concludes 
President MacCracken’s statement. “The law would be 
subject to change at any time should public opinion 
demand a change. Congress would, however, have the 
power which it now lacks to legislate if and when it 
decided that the facts of the case called for regulation of 
child labor on a national basis. When the NRA ends, it is 

robable that such legislation will be desirable, in the 
interest of the protection of children, the prevention of 
unemployment of older workers, and the elimination of 
one form of unfair competition between states.” 


LOSE NO TIME! 


The fate of the Child Labor Amendment in New 
York State will probably be decided before the next 
issue of THE AMERICAN CHILD appears. 

This is the crucial time. Every friend of the Amend- 
ment is urged to write at once to his Senator and 
Assemblyman at Albany urging support of the Wald- 
Breen bill which provides for ratification. Others to 
whom letters should be addressed include: 

Wm. T. Byrne, Chairman, Senate Judiciary Com. 
Horace M. Stone, Chairman, Assembly Judiciary Com. 
Joseph A. McGinnies, Speaker of the Assembly 
John J. Dunnigan, Majority Leader of the Senate 
Senator Albert D. Wald 














TO THE RESCUE 











Log of the SS. Amendment, April, 1934 


Making steady headway despite treacherous waters beset with 
icebergs and heavy fog. All hands standing watch 





Address 


I should like to help in the campaign for the Child Labor Amendment. 


I enclose ................... 


NOREEN 

















Courtesy of the N. Y. Daily News 





The AMERICAN CHILD is sent to all members contributing $2 or more. 
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